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1 . This Office action is in response to the appHcation filed January 7, 2005. Claims 
1-12 are pending. 

2. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

Tlie specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such fiill, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

3. Claims 1-12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, first paragraph, as failing to 
comply with the enablement requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter which 
was not described in the specification in such a way as to enable one skilled in the art to 
which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and/or use the 
invention. The claimed aiming means is not taught or disclosed in the specification. 

4. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

Hie specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

5. Claims 1-12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter 
which applicant regards as the invention. 

Regarding claim 1, said aiming means lacks an antecedent basis. It is also not 
clear what constitutes the aiming means since it is not defined in the specification. In line 
19, "to an user" is grammatically incorrect. In line 2, "by a remote control" does not 
make sense. It is suggested that in line 1, "electric and electronic" be deleted since it is 
considered confusing and not necessai'y. 

Regarding claims 2-5 and 9 see claim 1 pertaining aiming means. 

Regarding claim 8, it is not clear what is meant by "the connection". 
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6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

7. Claims 1 and 6-12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
WO 01/35368. 

Regarding claim 1, WO teaches the claimed appliance with transmitter and 
receiver as items 1-13; the claimed remote control with transmitter and receiver and key 
for sending a command to an appliance is shown as item 1 , WO teaches that signals from 
the appliances are received when the remote control is pointed at the appliance and signal 
is sent to the appliance. Further, the reference teaches that transmission and reception are 
within a narrow range. It would have been obvious that some means must be present to 
limit the reception as suggested by the reference. The housing alone would limit the 
reception angle. Alternatively, a red filter is often placed in front of a remote control 
receiver to filter ambient light. This filter may also be considered a means for limiting 
reception. 

Regarding claim 6, WO teaches communication via infrared rays. 

Regarding claim 7, radio frequency remote controls are known in the art. It 
would have been obvious to use radio frequency to extend the range of the remote 
control. 

Regarding claim 8, when a remote control sends a signal to the appliance, the 
changing of a channel or the on/off state of the device would constitute a visual 
indication of the connection between the appliance and the remote control. 
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Regarding claim 9, the claimed steps are taught within the WO reference. 

Regarding claim 10, WO teaches the request for an identification message by 
depressing a button on the remote control which sends a signal to the receiving appliance 
to enable the transmission of the proper signal from the appliance. 

Regarding claims 11-12, these steps are taught in the WO reference. 
8. Clairiis 1-12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over WO 
01/35368 in view of WO/2002/010897. The US equivalent patent (7,053,798) is 
presented since the original document is in French. Reference will be made to the US 
Patent for clarity 

Regarding claim 1, '368 teaches the elements of the remote control and the 
appliances as discussed above. "368 is not explicit regarding the means limiting the 
angle of reception. "897 teaches a remote control receiver that receives signals from a 
plurality of infrared devices. The reference teaches a means for Hmiting the angle of 
reception via a horn as shown in figure 8. The signals are concentrated at a receptor at 
the end. It would have been obvious to combine the references since they are in the same 
field of endeavor. 

Regaiding claims 2-3, the horn shown in '897 is approximately a conical channel. 
The hom may also be considered a tube. 

Regarding claim 4, '897 teaches a red filter which is considered a lens. 

Regai'ding claim 5, the opening of the hom in '897 may be considered a 
collimation hole. 

Regarding claim 6, WO teaches communication via infrared rays. 
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Regarding claim 7, radio fi^equency remote controls are known in the art. It 
would have been obvious to use radio frequency to extend the range of the remote 
control. 

Regarding claim 8, when a remote control sends a signal to the appHance, the 
changing of a channel or the on/off state of the device would constitute a visual 
indication of the connection between the appliance and the remote control. 

Regarding claim 9, the claimed steps are taught within the WO reference. 

Regarding claim 10, WO teaches the request for an identification message by 
depressing a button on the remote control which sends a signal to the receiving appliance 
to enable the transmission of the proper signal from the appliance. 

Regarding claims 11-12, these steps are taught in the WO reference. 
9. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Albert K. Wong whose telephone number is 571-272- 
3057. The examiner can normally be reached on M-Th. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Wendy Garber can be reached on 571-272-7308. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
infomiation for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you 
have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 
Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from aUSPTO 
Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information system, call 
800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Albert K. Wong 
September 27, 2006 




ALBERT K. WONG 
PRIMARY EXAMINER 



